1) The derivation of total SAF differs slightly from prior studies, and although it wonâȂŽÄôt drastically impact results, a comment on the reasoning behind this should be added. Motivating studies (Fletcher et al., 2012; Fletcher et al., 2015) calculated NET SAF as independent of SNC and TEM (whereas here NET = SNC+TEM). Instead these components are calculated to show that they can explain most of NET. Also, note that Fletcher et al. (2015) found that the additivity of SNC and TEM was not well satisfied on regional scales, perhaps due to observational uncertainty.
A: Thanks for the comment. We simplified the wording.See line 72 in the new document. Fig 4f, is it? Why is one called "snow albedo" and the other "mean albedo"? A: Thanks for your comment. Mean albedo is averaged over both, snow and snow free albedo.
L424: "For ERAI-LG, the effect of the underestimated snow-free albedo and overestimated complete snow cover albedo cancel each other out" I don't understand what this is referring to, please clarify. Wouldn't an overestimated snow albedo and underestimated snow-free albedo create a larger albedo contrast, and thus stronger SAF? L515-518: I find it unlikely that day-to-day variability in albedo is strongly influenced by changing vegetation, as these processes occur on much longer timescales. Are you referring to the different vegetation states between the tower location (i.e., in a clearing) and the larger grid cell (mixture of vegetation types)? If so, please clarify, as this would impact the maximum surface albedo and thus the variability. Also, I donâȂŽÄôt see "flooding" as a major factor for spring albedo, clarify or remove this. 
